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I. Introduction
The International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) welcomes this opportunity to contribute to the
Human Rights Council`s Universal Periodic Review of Romania. This short submission raises the
issue of secret detention centres alleged to have been operated by the CIA on Romanian territory
between 2003 and 2005, with the knowledge and authorisation of the Romanian authorities. The
strong evidence of Romanian co-operation in the CIA renditions and secret detentions
programme, which has resulted in serious violations of human rights, and the continuing absence
of objective investigation by relevant authorities or accountability of responsible officials, raise
serious and continuing human rights concerns. These should be addressed as a matter of priority
in the Human Rights Council’s Universal Periodic Review of Romania.

II. Romania and the US programme of renditions and secret detentions
Since September 2001, both renditions and secret detentions have been an acknowledged part of
the United States’ counter-terrorism strategy. 1 “Renditions” or “extraordinary renditions”
involve the seizure and transfer of suspects, outside of the regular legal procedures of extradition,
deportation, expulsion or removal, without due process safeguards. 2 It has been acknowledged by
the United States that some of the “high value detainees” subject to rendition have been held in
secret detention centres operated by the CIA. In June 2007, persistent allegations, based on the
research of journalists, NGOs, and a temporary committee of the European Parliament, 3 that
CIA-run secret detention centres existed in European countries including Romania, were
confirmed by the findings of Senator Dick Marty’s inquiry for the Parliamentary Assembly of the
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Council of Europe. 4 In a Resolution adopted following Senator Marty’s report, 5 the
Parliamentary Assembly stated that it “now considers as established with a high degree of
probability that … secret detention centres operated by the CIA have existed for some years” in
Romania and Poland and that “these secret places of detention formed part of the HVD (High
Value Detainee) programme publicly referred to by the President of the United States on 6
September 2006”. 6
Specifically, the inquiry of Senator Marty found that a “black site” detention centre operated as
part of the High Value Detainees Programme between 2003 and late 2005. Drawing on
interviews and flight records, Senator Marty was able to identify only the general area in which
the centre was located, 7 though journalists and other sources have identified Mihail
Kogalniceanv Airport base as the most likely location. 8
The inquiry found that the detentions took place within the framework of a formal agreement, 9
(the “SOFA Supplemental”) which created special rights of access on Romanian territory not
only for US military forces but also for those working with them, including civilian airline
companies, and which allowed US personnel to operate on Romanian territory “with complete
freedom from scrutiny or interference.” Senator Marty concluded that a small number of highlevel office-holders authorised and oversaw secret detentions in Romania, 10 but that knowledge
of the operations was preserved within a very small circle, with the majority of civilian officeholders, including the directors of the civilian intelligence agencies, unaware of the detentions.
The role of Romanian military intelligence was to create a sealed zone within which CIA security
and secrecy would be completely protected. 11
National investigations
The Romanian government has strongly denied that renditions or secret detentions have taken
place on Romanian territory, 12 and has pointed to internal investigations by relevant Romanian
authorities into the allegations. 13 A Senate Committee of Inquiry to Investigate the allegations
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regarding the use of Romanian territory for CIA detention facilities or flights by CIA-chartered
aircraft was established in December 2005. 14 The inquiry, which issued its final report in March
2007, found that there was no evidence of CIA rendition aircraft landing in Romania or
overflying Romanian territory, that no Romanian authorities could have participated, either
knowingly or through omission or negligence, in unlawful detainee transfer operations through
Romanian territory, and that there was no facility at Mihail Kogalniceanv base which could have
been used for the purpose of detention.
The adequacy of the Senate investigations has been questioned: Senator Marty criticised the
restrictive terms of the inquiry’s remit and pointed to contradictions between the conclusions of
the Parliamentary Committee and flight records of aircraft linked with the CIA, into MK Airfield.
He considered that the Romanian Parliamentary inquiry was: “an exercise in denial and rebuttal,
without impartial consideration of the evidence” 15
Compliance with UN human rights obligations
Renditions and secret detentions as they have been operated by the CIA involve multiple
violations of human rights protected by UN human rights treaties, including the right to liberty
and security of the person; the freedom from torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment and the right to an effective remedy. 16 Prolonged incommunicado secret detention has
been found by the Committee against Torture to amount in itself to a violation of the Convention
Against Torture, 17 and secret detentions amount to disappearances. 18 Co-operation in, or
tolerance of, renditions and secret detentions on the territory of the State, violates positive
obligations to protect against violations of human rights, imposed by the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), 19 the Convention Against Torture (CAT), 20 as well as
under the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), to which Romania is a party. 21 These
obligations apply irrespective of agreements such as the “SOFA supplemental”. 22
Obligations of investigation and reparation
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Under the ICCPR and CAT, credible allegations of serious violations of human rights including
the freedom from torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, and disappearances,
must be subject to independent and effective investigation, 23 capable of bringing to justice those
responsible for the violation. 24 Following the 2007 report of Senator Marty, to comply with its
obligations under the ICCPR and Article 12 CAT, Romania must undertake an investigation that
is independent, thorough, and transparent.
In addition to investigation, victims of renditions and secret detentions are entitled to other
measures of reparation for violations of their human rights, including restitution and
compensation, and measures of rehabilitation, satisfaction and guarantees of non-repetition. 25
Such obligations attach to States that have aided and assisted in serious violations of human
rights.
Conclusions
The ICJ therefore calls on the Human Rights Council to:
• Condemn the serious and systematic violations of UN human rights treaty
obligations, including under the ICCPR and CAT, that have taken place in
Romania through renditions and secret detentions;
• Urge Romania to establish an independent and transparent inquiry, with full
investigative powers to require the attendance of persons and the production of
documents, to investigate allegations of the involvement of Romanian officials in
renditions and secret detentions;
• Ensure the accountability, including where appropriate through the criminal justice
process, of those persons responsible for renditions and secret detentions on
Romanian territory and provide measures of reparation to the victims of renditions
and secret detentions in Romania;
• Take measures to reform law and practice, including review and accountability of
the military intelligence services, to protect against future violations of human rights
of this kind, and thereby comply with Romania’s positive obligations to protect
human rights on its territory.
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